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People are presumed innocent until proven guilty.

This November, Indiana's Public Question #1 asks voters whether judges should have broader authority to deny bail to people accused of crimes. This means more people NOT yet convicted of a crime could be held in jail -- losing jobs, disrupting families, and facing lasting consequences before their case is even decided.  

 Join us in voting NO on Public Question #1. 
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This November, Indiana voters will decide Public Question #1, a proposed constitutional amendment that would expand judges' authority to deny bail before trial.

While framed as a public safety measure, the amendment could result in more Hoosiers being jailed before conviction, increased jail overcrowding, and greater burdens on families and communities.

 Our justice system is built on a basic principle: people are innocent until proven guilty. Giving the government more power to jail people before they are convicted could put that principle at risk.
I believe we can prioritize public safety without expanding the government's power to hold people in jail before they have been convicted of a crime.

I'm voting NO on Public Question #1, and I encourage others to learn more before casting their ballot.
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This November, Indiana voters will have the opportunity to decide Public Question #1, a proposed constitutional amendment that would expand the circumstances under which judges can deny bail before trial.

I encourage Hoosiers to vote NO on Public Question #1.

At the heart of our justice system is a simple principle: people are presumed innocent until proven guilty. Public Question #1 would expand the state's ability to hold people in jail before they have been convicted of a crime, potentially increasing the number of Hoosiers who remain incarcerated while awaiting their day in court.

Supporters argue that the amendment is about public safety. However,  judges already have tools to set strict release conditions, monitoring requirements, and high bail amounts when appropriate. Expanding pretrial detention through a constitutional amendment raises serious concerns about fairness, due process, and unintended consequences.

Potential consequences of a “yes” vote include: 
· More people being held in jail before conviction
· Increased strain on local jails and taxpayer-funded detention systems
· Greater disruption to families, employment, housing, and community stability
· Disproportionate impacts on communities that already experience higher rates of policing and incarceration

Constitutional amendments should be reserved for changes that are truly necessary and carefully considered. Before we give government broader authority to jail people not convicted of a crime, we should ask whether the risks outweigh the benefits.

This November, I encourage everyone to learn about Public Question #1, read the ballot language, and think about what it means for justice, fairness, and due process in Indiana.

Join me in voting NO on Public Question #1.
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